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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the corresp ndence address •- 
Period for Reply 





A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 30 December 2003 . 
2a)[3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-26 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-26 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 3673 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

2. Claims 1-10 and 13-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Morishige in view of Peterson. 

Morishige discloses, Figs. 38, 42, and 44, for example, installing a plurality of 
ducts and cables 6032-6036 extending from one onshore first point to an offshore point 
or "offshore termination point", as at or along 6013 or any point of 6002 extending along 
the seabed, as well as from another onshore second point to an or the same offshore 
point. 

Peterson discloses installation of a plurality of ducts and cables from one 
onshore first point to an offshore point, or "offshore termination point", as well as from 
another onshore second point to an or the same offshore point, col. 1 , lines 37-47; col. 
2, lines 16-23; col. 3, lines 57-65; 6, lines 36-43; and co. 6, line 57 to col. 7, line 6. The 
ducts or cables may be placed from onshore to offshore or from offshore to onshore. 
The offshore point, or "offshore termination point", can be an offshore platform and may 
extend several kilometers including up to and more than 50 kilometers from the shore, 
col. 3, lines 57-65. In both Morishige and Peterson the extension of the ducts and 
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cables can be seen as spanning a shallow region as well as a relatively deep region of 
water which would inherently include a continental shelf portion of an ocean floor. 

To have extended the ducts and cables of Morishige from either onshore point to 
offshore point or visa versa for as much as at least 2 kilometers and up to about 20 
kilometers from either onshore point to an offshore point as well as span a continental 
shelf in the process with the depth of an offshore point being at or less than 200 meters, 
thus covering all offshore intervals which would be included within a onshore to onshore 
span, (i.e., including all depths, lengths, and formations within the span of water), would 
have constituted an obvious expedient to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made in view of Peterson with Peterson disclosing the flexibility or 
adaptability of either direction of point to point installation. 

3. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Peterson in view of Morishige. 

Peterson discloses installation of a plurality of ducts and cables from one 
onshore first point to an offshore point, or "offshore termination point", as well as from 
another onshore second point to an or the same offshore point, col. 1 , lines 37-47; col. 
2, lines 16-23; col. 3, lines 57-65; 6, lines 36-43; and co. 6, line 57 to col. 7, line 6. The 
ducts or cables may be placed from onshore to offshore or from offshore to onshore. 
The offshore point, or "offshore termination point", can be an offshore platform and may 
extend several kilometers including up to and more than 50 kilometers from the shore, 
col. 3, lines 57-65. 
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Morishige discloses, Figs. 38, 42, and 44, for example, installing a plurality of 
ducts and cables 6032-6036 extending from one onshore first point to an offshore point 
or "offshore termination point", as at or along 6013 or any point of 6002 extending along 
the seabed, as well as from another onshore second point to an or the same offshore 
point. In both Morishige and Peterson the extension of the ducts and cables can be 
seen as spanning a shallow region as well as a relatively deep region of water which 
would inherently include a continental shelf portion of an ocean floor. 

To have extended the ducts and cables of Peterson for as much as at least 2 
kilometers and up to about 20 kilometers from either onshore point to an offshore point 
as well as span a continental shelf in the process with the depth of an offshore point 
being at or less than 200 meters, thus covering all offshore intervals which would be 
included within an onshore to onshore span, (i.e., including all depths, lengths, and 
formations within the span of water), would have constituted an obvious expedient to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made in view of 
Morishige as well as in view of the noted disclosure by Peterson. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 30, 2003 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. As for Applicant's arguments against Morishige in view of 
Peterson, Peterson had been utilized to teach the flexibility, or adaptability, of either 
direction of point to point installation of cables within a marine environment. Peterson 
had also been used to teach distance of application. The principle of such application of 
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cables can readily be applied to the Morishige environment and method. Thus, the 
rejection of Morishige in view of Peterson is rational. And, Morishige is within the field of 
marine construction involving placement and spanning of conduits and cables. 

As for Applicant's arguments against Morishige, the cables and conduits of 
Morishige would, most certainly, originate from an offshore point, (as beyond either 
side of Fig. 38), as is well established in the marine environment tunnel construction 
field. And, one or more cables of Morishige would and do terminate at points within the 
tunnel, (i.e., offshore points), in order to distribute the necessary utilities to the various 
corresponding components such as lights 6033, as would be realized by one of ordinary 
skill in the art of marine construction. See, for example, col. 30, line 65 to col. 31 , line 8. 
The language of the rejected claims is met by the combination of Morishige in view of 
Peterson as well as met by the combination of Peterson in view of Morishige as has 
been respectively set forth in the above rejections. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to M. Safavi whose telephone number is (703) 308-2481. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thur., 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Shackelford can be reached on (703) 308-2978. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



872-9306. 




M. Safavi 
March 23, 2004 




Attachment for PT0448 (Rev. 03/Dl, or earlier) 



The below text replaces the preprinted text under the heading, 
"Information oa How to Effect Drawing Changes," on the; back 
of the PTO-94S (Rev. OJ/Ci. or earlier) form. 

INFORMATION ON HOW TO EFFECT DRAWING CHANCES 

I. CorrtetlM of lafamalicks - H CFR 145 / 
New contend drawings 0hm be filed with the changes iricc<poraied therein 



Imcujr'i hi. lilt tmiir«ion wtiir nr tlnrtr r— , r '-y\ tr " 
rrVrwIm wirtii til wii till tm\t\\i~ ^ Tr l{ '" " irdttNfcfMOoais 
proviMkmbtplKrtoefeaMofcacbita*Kl 
«•*■. trnomutd draslngi are reowred 10 a >Mci of AltowtMky (FTQL- 
J7X*i«^4w^MWTWaWi^lWTH«EEMO?rfHAp^ 
w— ) pwhitet&i^tedieNodciorAaoiir^Miiy C iitedoai j o/jn* 
■tyNOTI«at i i l iilii H i r d»p»ovto « ef37CFain6<t)of(fc>a»»ll^ 
ifcuwmm^wil^iiiiii Hwinili^iifi^nlri nfr"r"iT lii T T~ y- 
inwlngj ihouM W iUd at a separate paper with ■ transmittal tetter a dar<ii ad to 
tht Official Onaipcreoa 

2. Ce m eHo oa taker than Informalities Neted by Draftsperson 00 form PTO- 
941. 

All changes 10 the drawings, other thin informal Hies noted *\ (he Dransperson. 
MUST be made in the sane manner as above except that normally, a highlighted 
(preferably red ink) sketch 01' the changes to be incorpon«o into the new 
drawings MUST be approved by the examiner before ih« application will be 
allowed So changes be permitted to be made, other -run correction 01' 
informalities, unless the examiner has approved ihe propose jruiwes 

Timing of Correction! 

Applicant is required to submu (he drav-me corecnons sv uhtn the 
time period set in th<» c ached Office communication Sec 3" CFR 
I 85(1) 

Failure to take con-seme action ^ulun ihe ^ei pc: ^ mil result m 
ABANDONMENT ,.| jpphc.n 



